Remarks 

The Office Action of March 24, 2010, has been carefully considered. 

It is noted that Claims 24 - 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

Claims 24 - 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) over the patent to Feng. 

Claims 24 - 27, 35, and 36, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) over the patent to Liao. 

Claims 24, 35, and 36, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) over the patent application of 

Hu. 

Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over the liao or Hu in view of the patent to Wu. 
It is further noted that Claims 32 and 33 would be given favorable consideration if re-written 
to overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, and be in independent form. 
Claims 43, and 47 - 49 are allowed. 

Claims 37 and 39 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if re -written in independent form. 

In view of the Examiner's rejections of the claims, applicant has cancelled Claims 25, 28, 
32, and 37, and amended Claims 24, 29, 30, 33, 35, and 39. 

It is respectfully submitted that the claims now on file particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards the invention. Applicant has amended Claim 24 to 
address the instances of indefiniteness cited by the Examiner. In view of these considerations, it is 
respectfully s submitted that the rejection of Claims 24 - 34 under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
is overcome and should be withdrawn. 

It is respectfully submitted that the claims now on file differ essentially and in an unobvious, 
highly advantageous manner from the constructions disclosed in the references. 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 24 to include the subject matter of dependent 
Claim 32, together with intervening Claims 25 and 28. The Examiner indicated that such a change 
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would be given favorable consideration. Thus, it is respectfully submitted that Claims 24, 26, 27, 
29 - 31, 33, and 34, are in condition for allowance. 

Claim 35 has been amended to include the subject matter of allowable dependent Claim 37. 
With this change, it is respectfully submitted that Claim 35, as well as Claim 36, are in condition for 
allowance. 

Claim 39 has been re-written in independent form. With this change, it is respectfully 
submitted that this claim is now in condition for allowance. 

In view of the above-mentioned amendments, it is respectfully submitted that the various 
rejections of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 102(b), and 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are overcome and should be 
withdrawn. 

Reconsideration and allowance of the present application are respectfully requested. 



9 



Fees 

A credit card payment for the government fee of $220 for an additional independent claim is 
enclosed. No other fees are believed to be due. However, if any fee is determined to be due, 
authorization is hereby given to charge the fee to deposit account #02-2275. Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 
1.136(a)(3), please treat this and any concurrent or future reply in this application that requires a 
petition for an extension of time for its timely submission as incorporating a petition for extension 
of time for the appropriate length of time. The fee associated therewith is to be charged to Deposit 
Account No. 02-2275. 

Respectfully submitted 
LUCAS & MERCANTT, LLP 



By: 



laausP. Stoffel, Reg. No. 3 
(Attorney for Applicant) 
475 Park Avenue South 
New York, New York 10016 
Tel: (212) 661-8000 



CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION 

I hereby certify that this document is being electronically 
transmitted to the Commissioner for Patents via EFS-Web on 
April 20, 2010. 

LUCAS & MERCANTL LLP 

Klaus P. Stoffel, Reg. No. 31,668 
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